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o

January 25, 2001

Mr. Gary S, Hartman

U.5. Department of Energy
Onk Ridge Operations Office
Past Office Box 2001

Onk Ridge, TN 37831

Diear Mr. Hartman:

The Department of Economic and Community Development appreciates the opportunity 1o
cominent on the important issue of the future mission of the Oak Ridge ¥-12 Plant.  Pursuant to our review
of the Draft Site-Wide Environmental Impact Statement (SWELS), we strongly support modernization of
¥-12 as the preferred alternative (presented as alternative 4 in the SWEIS).

For more than 50 years, the ¥-12 facility has been essential to cconomic development in Oak
Ridge and, indesd, the entire state of Tennessee, The thousands of jobs created and provided by Y-12 and
the associated economic development and job creation by centractors of the facility have been anchors of
the region’s economy. In fact, oday the facility employs over 4,000 people and has an estimated $420
million annual economic impact te Tennessce. Modemization guarantzes that ¥-12 remains an sconomic
engine of growih for the region well into the futere,

Mesbernization alse guarantess the continuation of techrology assistance and transfer that has
helped thousands of private-secior companics become more efficient. more profitable and, subsequently,
larger employers. Through the Centers for Manufacturing Technology and the Natioral Prototype Center,
Y-12 has supported industry, secking te produce one-of-a-kind products, salve tough manufacturing
problems and modemize industrial processes and systems. Modemzation wall lead 1o the protection of
workers, the public and the environment, and ar the same time, provide outside industry with innovative
stancdards, echnologies and enginesnng sysiems.

Modemization's economic impact also includes the retraining or modernization of the Y=13
workforce, Just as capital will b2 invested in the maintenance and upgrade of the ¥-12 facility, so too will
capital be invested in upgrading the skills of Y-12"s employees. This mvestment in the facility"s
emgloyees will play a major role in the long-term viability of the regional economy and the eamning
potential of the ¥-12 workfores.

The State of Tennessee enjoys a long-held partnership with ¥-12 and the economic development
bemefits of the facility. It is in this spirit that w look forward to the many economic development
advantages that lie ahead through the modernization of ¥-12 and the subsequent creation of a world-class
¥-12 workforee.

Thank you for the consideration of these comments,
Cordially,
A

Alex Fischer
AF TG mm

Dion Sundguist
Chivemue

28/22

28/22 glteration of historic property.
(cont.)

Comment No. 22 (cont.) Issue Code: 12

LLW and unified LLW treatment and disposal wasissued in February
2000 (65 FR 10061, February 25, 2000) which is consistent with the
preferred alternatives outlined in the Waste Management PEIS ROD.
As aresult of this ROD, the current disposal options for LLW and
mixed LLW at Y-12 will not change.

Comment No. 23 Issue Code: 11
DOE has initiated consultation with the State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPO) (see letter dated October 29, 1999 in Appendix C).
Volume I, Section 5.10 describes the anticipated impacts from the
proposed action and alternatives for construction and operation of the
proposed facilities for the HEU Storage Mission and the Special
Materials Mission in the Y-12 SWEIS. DOE expects no impacts to
cultural and historic resources from the construction of the HEU
Materials Facility at Site A or B and the Special Materials Complex at
Sites 1, 2, or 3. Potential impacts are expected with the proposed
Upgrade Expansion of Building 9215 which could include major
Procedures for addressing the
unanticipated discovery of cultural resourcesaredescribedintheY-12
Cultural Resource Management Plan. DOE will consult with the
SHPO in accordance with the Y-12 Cultural Resource Management

28/22 Plan and iscommitted to complying with provisionsin thisplan and/or
(cont) the programmatic assessment to evaluate, address, and mitigate any

adverse effects that may result.

Comment No. 24 Issue Code: 04
Figure 4.4.2-3 showsthe geology and identified karst features of ORR.
TheY-12 National Security Complex issandwiched betweenthe Rome
Formation and the Knox Group. Section 4.4.2 describes the Knox
Group as having karst features including large fractures, cavities, and
conduits that are typically found at depths greater than 33 m (100 ft).
Since the primary geologic features influencing Y-12 include
dissolution and karst features, DOE would conduct appropriate
geotechnical studies prior to finalizing the design and location of new
construction foundations. Stormwater from construction would be
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Comment No. 24 (cont.) Issue Code: 04
controlled and therewould be no direct dischargesto known sinkholes

TENNESSEE WILDLIFE RESOURCES AGENCY or other karst features that would impact geologic stability or

ELLINGTON AGRICULTURAL CEMTER gl’oundwater resources.
P. 0. BOX a0747
MASHWILLE, TENNESSEE 37204
B Comment No. 25 Issue Code: 05
January 29, 2001 Theinformation requested by the commentor has been directed to the

appropriate TDEC-Oversight-OR personnd staff for disposition.
Including thisinformation in the SWEIS would not be appropriate or

U.S. Dept of Energy :

Oak Ridge Operations Office improve the document.

NEPA Compliance Section

P.O. Box 2001

Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8722 Comment No. 26 I ssue Code: 05

re:  DRAFT - Site-wide Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) A description of liquid treatment facilities at Y-12 can be found in
o e ek poage Y-12 Plant Volume II, Appendix A.5.2 of the SWEIS. DOE's Office of

Environmental Management oversees and manages the ORR,
including Y-12, remedial activities. There are several environmental

The Tennessee Wildlife Resources Agency (TWRA) has reviewed the above . . . . . .
referenced document and provides the following recommendations: res_toratl Qn Proj e(?t5| n th.eY.'lz Siteareaof anal ySI swhi Ch are re_fferred
Should the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) proceed with Alterative 4: No Action - toin various sections within Chapter 4, and Section 4.5 in particular.
{F’:EEE”L'I')‘“& Basie f;Wf_?i:j;’“'- e it Gt :'g%;‘}_%’fﬁ;?;i" Uranium These include the Bear Creek and Upper East Fork Poplar Creek
aterials Facl ana a pecial Matenals Lomplex ' . . .
recommends the HEU materials facility be constructed at Site B or the upgraded 29/01  Watershed projects which have been merged and is now called the
f building 9215, the SMC facility should be constructed at either Site 2 or . . . e .

gjitl.';ag.sﬁrllii‘i:aﬁgln fl.'rf these previously disturbed and industrialized sites should have Y-12 PrOJ ect. Questl o_ns regardl ng SPGleIC processes used in
minimal impact on witdife resiourcea and thair habitat. CERCLA restoration projects should be directed to the ORO and EM
If you have questions or need information please contract me at 615/781-6643. perg)nnel at Oak R|dge

Sincerely,

- s el Comment No. 27 Issue Code: 05

Atbrey DAcKinney, Chief () There are several environmental restoration projects within the'Y-12

Envirenmental Services Division Site area of analysis which are referred to in various sections of
ADMPbjs Chapter 4, and in Section 4.5 in particular. These include the Bear

Creek and Upper East Fork Poplar Creek Watershed projects which
have been merged and are now called the Y-12 Project. The project
addresses both on-site and off-site releases to groundwater.
Groundwater contamination has left the eastern part of Y-12 and is
being actively remediated. Questionsregarding specific processesand
procedures used in CERCLA restoration projects should be directed
to the ORO and EM personnel at Oak Ridge.

The State of Tennessee

AN EQUAL OPPFORTUNITY EMELOYER
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Comment No. 28 | ssue Code: 22
Comment noted.

Comment No. 29 |ssue Code: 01
Comment noted. Volume |, Sections 3.2.3.2 and 3.2.4.2 describe the

proposed sites for the construction of the HEU Materials Facility and
the Special Materials Complex, respectively. DOE’ s preferred sitefor
the HEU Materials Facility is Site A which is a previously disturbed
area and currently the location of the Y-12 West Portal Parking Lot.
The preferred site for the Special Materials Complex is Site 1,
described in the Final SWEIS. The ROD on the Y-12 SWEIS will
identify DOE’ s decision and action on the proposed action and siting
of facilities.
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